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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 65 and 68 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Osborne in view of Vail. 

In regard to the claims applicant is reminded that the claims are not limited to a 

trampoline in its traditional sense. 

Osborne discloses a device comprising: a plurality of independent poles (2) attached to a 
flexible frame member for supporting a mattress/mat, each pole having an end positioned above 
and an end positioned below a mat. Each of the poles are spaced apart from the other poles; and 

An expanse of flexible material that is supported above the rebounding mat by the 
plurality of independent poles. 

Osborne however does not address the height of his poles as being between five and eight 

feet tall. 

Vail teaches a canopy having a height of about six feet. See Vail col. 1, line 40. 

In view of the disclosure of about six feet and the known fact that beds are known to 
stand about two feet off of a floor the examiner notes that to manufacture the poles of Osborne to 
be between six and eight feet would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
accommodate the movement of a user, with said bed. 

In regard to claim 65 note cover (15) of Osborne. 

Claims 71 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Vail. 
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If claim 71, is interpreted in it's broadest sense elements (16, 18 and 26) are combined to 
make-up one pole and elements 12, 14 and 22 are combined to make up a second pole of a 
plurality of poles. The poles being attached to a frame (74, 76, 78, 80, 82 and 84) and a barrier 
expanse of flexible material that is supported above a rebounding mat by the plurality of poles. 

A trampoline has not positively been claimed in claim 71 . If the applicant is not claiming 
a trampoline the applicant should claim that the poles are attachable to a frame/or legs. 

The examiner further notes that element 64 is a mat. 

Claims 69 and 70 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Vail in 
view of Koenig. 

Vail discloses the device of claims 69 and 70 substantially as claimed absent a teaching 
of providing protective coverings on the post of his device. 

Koenig however teaches protective coverings (34) (which are elastic and resilient and 
flexible). 

Given the above teaching the examiner notes that it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to provide protective bumbers on the uprights of Vail for the purpose of 
providing protection to the person occupying his device. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Jerome Donnelly at 
telephone number (571) 272-4975. 



Jerome Donnell 




